
Mr. JONiSS ssksdf i»sii»»iBii to pat
ry to the Chair.
Mr. DUER objected, but
The SPEAKER remarked that Mr, J. could put

a question to thq Chair, to be answered or not, as

it might prove to have reference to a question of

order.
Mr. DUER withdrawing hie objection, suggestedthat in future he should insist on the extensionof this right to every member alike.
Mr. JONES then inquired whether, in case the

resolution of Mr. Olds was adopted by both

Houses, the members would be entitled to another

mileage.
The SPEAKER deciding thin question out of

order, the queetion was put on the motion to suspendthe rules, and it was not agreed to.yeas 72,
nays 92.
Mr. VAN DYKE, moved the suspension of

the rules for the introduction of a resolution, directingthe clerk of the House to pay the legal
expenses of the contest for the seal for the 1st

Congressional District of Iowa, and mileage and

pay to the contestant, Mr. Daniel P. Miller, the

latter from the commencement of the session to
1 1 ? L lL- » "o tinoiHaf] hv thp

me uay on which wc kuuicot »u« . _7

House; rules suspended, and resolution agreed to.

On motion of Mr. CROWELL, the House
laid on the table his previous motion to reconsider
the vote by which the said resolution was agreed to.

Mr. INGE, moved to suspend the rules to permithim to report from the Committee ou the
District of Columbia, a resolution, making the
bills from that Committee, special orders for .the
2d Friday of August next; not agreed to.

Mr. McDONALD, moved the suspension of

rules for the introduction of a resolution.
Mr. BURT, (the unanimous consent of the

House having been refused,) moved to suspend
the rules that he might offer a motion to discharge
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the

Union, from the further consideration of the bill
from the Senate to increase the commissariat of
the army : not agreed to.

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to suspend the
rules for the introduction of a resolution affirming
it to be the duty of Congress not to adjourn withoutadmitting Califbrnin, and passing 'the appropriationbills.
On this motion, the yeas and nays were ordered;it was not agreed to.yeas 99, nays 83.
Mr. ROBINSON moved to suspend the rules

for the introduction of a resolution affirming that
the surest way of securing the admission of Californiaand the passage of the general appropriationbills, will be to fix the day for the end of the
nr»aant Hussion. Not agreed to. (Mr. R.'s call
r.. o . ,

for the yeas and nays upon his motion having
been refused by the House.)
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved to suspend

the rules, for the introduction of a resolution to

fix the termination of the present session at the
1st of September next; rules not suspended.tWe
question having been put by yeas and nays.yeas
86, nays 99.
Mr. POTTER moved to suspend the rules, to

enable him to move to make the bill to reduce and

modify the rates of postage, the special order for
the second Monday of the approaching August:
not agreed to.
On motion of Mr. WHITE, the House then

suspended their rule and went into a Committee
of the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Born
in the Chair.
Mr. BAYLY moved to lay aside the California

qnestion, and take up the Revolutionary pension
appropriation bill. Not agreed to.by tellers.

yeas 83, nays 86.
The Clerk then reported to the Committee the

pending amendment to the amendment to Mr.
Dott's California State bill first to be considered;
a proposition to amend the anaMtdment (which
latter proposed to make the parallel of 36° 30' the
Southern boundary of California,) by declaring
that when the people of any portion of the territoryacquired'from Mexico were in a convention to

make a State constitution, they were at liberty to

adopt or to exclude slavery, and, that if adopted,
such action on their part should afford no ground
fbr the rejection of their application for admission
as a State of this Union.
Mr. BAYLY then again moved to lay aside the

California question, this time to take up the IndianAppropriation hill: motion ruled out of order.
The question upon the pending amendment to

the amendment being put: it was agreed to.nays
85, nays 49.
' Mr.GREEN moved to further amend this amendedamendment, by transposing a clause thereof, so
that the Proviso which it unbraced should apply
to the whole of the said territory acquired from
Mexico; rather than to that portion only, lying
south of the paralell of 38° 30'.
Mr. GREEN supported his proposition by a

speech of five minutes duration, in which he arguedto show that for the sake of congruity the
change should be made.
Mr. STEVENS of Pa., held the amendment of

Mr. Green to be out of order. But
This point of order being overruled by the

chairman.
Mr. S. appealed: and no quorum voted, (the

vote was announced to have been.yeas i29, nays
81.)
Mr TWn\fPSf>7\T nf lVfias ilpmnndinff thppn.

forcement of the rule, the roll was called.
The Chairman next announced to the House

(through the Speaker) that 177 members were

present.
The House again going into Committee.
Mr. MASON moved that the Committee should

rise to enable him to propose a absolution for the
appointment of a Select Committee «f twentyone,who should be empowered to consider and reportn plan for the general settlement of the slavery
question, as involved in propositions to admit new

States, or to make governments for territories of
the United States : not agreed to.
Mr. GREEN'S proposition to amend being

next withdrawn.
Mr. MARSHALL proposed to further amend

the amended amendment by adding thereto a declarationthat in applying the Missouri Compromiseline, Congress desired to declare that while
excluding slavery firom the territory north of the
Raid line, it intended to permit its existence south
of the said line.
Mr. MARSHALL having avocated his amendment.
Mr. ORR moved the rising of the Committee:

not agreed to.
Mr. MARSHALL withdrawing his amendment,
Mr. SEDDON renewed it, and declared that he

failed to recognire the peculiar necessity, if any,
for adopting the amendment of Mr. M. He believedthat the proposition of Mr. Grekn met the
case, as it was substantially that of the gentleman
from Kentucky. He could not comprehend how
there could be two understandings of the intent of
the framera of the Missouri Compromise; yet if
convinced that such doubts as Mr M araiiai.i. referredto did exist in the minds of members, he
would with alacrity support that gentleman's
amendment, in order to avoid every thing like ambiguity.The evil invariably growing out of ambiguityin such cases was forcibly evidenced in
the case of the Nicholson letter. Had that celebratedpaper been understood at the South to mean
what it had been translated at the North to declare,
certainly he (Mr. S.) would never have voted to

place its author in tile Presidency. Nor did he

btli#vd dint I nit Siiitf wouiti Imhui <<^tfMi bm» Ii#y |
rote under fiuchcircuiuatauces. Wilbdrawinghia
amendment,
Mr. McWILLlE renewed it and after addrea-

ing the Committee, withdrew the amendment.
Mr. -SWEETZER renewed it, and argued for

live minutes to show that the last previous speaker
was wrong in attributing to the North a determinationnot to abide the decision of the courts upon
the question whether slavery could or could not

go iuto California and New Mexico, without positiveenactment of Congress.
Mr. S. then withdrawing the amendment,
It was renewed by Mr. CLEVELAND, and it

was rejected.yeas 43, nays 92.
Mr. ORR moved that the Committee do now

rise.not agreed to.
Mr. INGE next moved the amendment ef Mr.

MxasusLi., changed only by uubstituting the
word "protect" for "permit." (That is to make
it affirm that Congress would " protect " rather
than permit the existence of slavery north of 3ti°
30' in the auid territory.)
Mr. T. taking the floor said :

Mr. WOODWARD had but two views to
present We were told that if the question,
whether rights in slave property in the territories
be recognized by the Constitution, should be determinedby the courts either for or against those
rights, good faith tuid respect for the decisions of
the courts, would bind the North to abstain from
interfering afterwards. Now, sir, tliia is delusive.The courts might decide that, in the absenceof prohibiting legislation, these rights
were recognized by the Constitution, and,
yet, at the same time, decide that Congress
could abolish slavery in these territories. And
if Congress have such power, the exercise of it
when an occasion arose, would not be bad faith
towards the court, or any disrespect to its judgmentas to what was the true construction of
the Constitution. By permitting this question,
therefore, to go to the courts, the North came
under no obligations to let us alone hereafter,
unless Congress so provide expressly. We
know, indeed, of n certainty, that the federal
court would decide in favor of the power of
Congress to abolish slavery in the territories,
supposing it existed there; and a decision that it
did exist there, could not destroy this power in
Congress. I believe the court has been in error,
but it will be governed by its own decisions,
and not by my opinions.

If the idea that slavery is recognized by the
Constitution in the territories, be inconsistent
with the idea, that Congress can abolish it, then
it is mockery to refer the question to the courts;
for the history of federal jurisprudence shows
that the court would decide in favor of such
power in Congress.
Now as to non-intervention. The gentleman

from Ohio (Mr. Sweetzer) says that this hus
been the doctrine of the great Democratic party
North. No such thing, sir. They have ever
voted to prohibit slavery north of 36.30. Since
tliis doctrine of non-intervention was proposed
by them, they have, on many occasions, relative
to Oregon nud other territories, voted to prohibitslavery. Whenever the Missouri Compromisewus to be executed in their favor, north
of 36.30, intervention has, invariably, been their
doctrine; it was only when that compromise
was to be carried out south of' 36.30 that noninterventionbecame the doctrine. One doctrinefor the North, and unother for the South.

Non-intervention was never dreamed of until
the expedient of using Mexican laws against
the South was agreed upon. The doctrine was
then invented in order to save their Mexican
laws from being enforced with, and to permit
them to intervene against Southern emigrants.

Mr. CARTTER inquired whether the doctrineof non-intervention did not originate in
the South ?

Mr. WOODWARD. The word non-interventionoriginated with the South, but that
J ! l-l_ A A* 1 I 1

spurious ana ieeore construction wmcn nns
been put upon it had no such origin. What
Mr. Calhoun meant, was that Congress should
not interfere with the constitutional question of
the existence of slavery in the territories of the
Union, and not that Congress should be absolvedfrom its obligation to legislate for the
protection of any rights existing under the Constitution.As to myself, I repudiated the word
from the first, and attempted to enforce the
false doctrines which, I loresaw, would be built
upon it.
Mr. T. having withdrawn his amendment,
Mr. WOODWARD renewed it and said :

Mr. INGE said: I offer as an amendment to
the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky,
just rejected by the committee, with a single alteration,to wit: the substitution of the word
"protecting" for permitting, for the purpose of
avowing a distinction ; for which I have alwayscontended. In my opinion the Constitution
carries slavery to the Territories, whether the
Mexican laws prohibited it anterior to their acquisitionor not. Where such laws existed they
were abrogated by the Constitution. The North
entertain a different opinion, which has from the
beginning of this controversy been openly promulgated.This of itself is obstruction to the
practical enjoyment of our rights, which ought
to be obviated.
While I do not ask Congress to permit slavery,

I do insist that it is bound by legislation to secureits practical enjoyment in that portion of
the territory which may be allotted to the South
by a partition; and therefore I will accept no

adjustment which does not in effect remove all
these obstructions which our adversaries say,
exist. I do not ask the creation of a right by
legislation, but the protection of a constitutional
right pre-existing. This to be adequate must
be plain and explicit.free from a double meaningand not tainted with that Jesuitical horror
of slavery, which hns so lon^ marked theco urse of
ine i\orm. mo permission is nsKca to emigrate to
the territories, but unequivocal protection to our

property after we get there.
The question on the amendment of Mr. Inge

being next put.no quorum voted. yeas 24,
noes 88.
The roll being then called, a quorum voted. The

facts having been reported to the Speaker, the
House again resolved itself into a Committee.
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to adjourn.notagreed to.yeas 45, noes 80.
The question then recurred on the amendment

of Mr. Inge, it was again put, when no quorum
voted.yeas 21, noes 82.
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll for a quorum,and a quorum was found to be present.1

The facts being reported to the Speaker,
The House again resolved itself into a Committeeof Whole on the state of the Union.
Mr. VENABLE, moved the rising of the

committee, not agreed to.ayes 26, noes 90.
The question was then again put on the amendmentof Mr. Inge: and no quorum voted.ayes

18, noes 96.
The roll being next called, (for a quornm) a

quorum was found to be present. These facts
having been announced by the Chairman to the
Speaker, the House again went into Committee
of the Whole.
Mr. FEATHERSTON, moved that the committeedo now rise: not carried.aves 53. noes 93.
The question on Mr. Ivor's amendment was

again put: nnd no quorum voted.ayes 15,
noes 99.
The roll was then called a fifth lime; when a

quorum appearing; the House (after the facta were
a fifth time reported to the Speaker,) went into
committee.
Mr. DUER, moved to riae to enable him to

move a call of the House,
Mr. JONES, made a point of order.a motion

to riae could not be put while the commute were

dividing on an amendment,
The point of order having been overruled bjr

the Chair,
Mr. JONES, appealed, and the decision of the

chair wag sustained.

'* * *
x.

TJra asoooa that Uie Committee do now rise
having been agreed to,
Mr. DUER moved a call of the House.
Mr. HOLME8 moved an adjournment,
Mr. DUER called fbr the yeas and nays on the

motion to adjourn, which were ordered.when it
wee not agreed to.yeas 80, naye 95.
The question recurring on the motion for a call

of the Hous ,

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, moved to b
excused from voting on that question.
Mr. CLINGMAN objected, aud demanded the

yeas and nays on the motion of Mr. T.
The SPEAKER ruled that motion out of order,

pending the question on a motion for a call of the
House.
Mr. CLINGMAN desired to appeal, but the

Speaker decided that pending a question on a motionfor a call of the House no question on an

appeal could be put.
Mr. STANLEY moved to adjourn, on which

motion the yeaa and nays being ordered, it was
withdrawn.
Mr. CLINGMAN renewing it, the yeas and

nays were again ordered, and it was not agreed
to.yeas 76, nays 88.
The question was then put by yeas and nays on

a motion for a call of the House; which was itot
agreed to.yeas 78, nays 78.
Mr. HOLMES moved an adjournment: not

agreed to, (by yeas and nays).yeas 71, nays 78
Mr. HARALSON moved the suspension of the

rules to permit him to more to take from the hies
of the House certain papers ; agreed to.
And the said papers were then, on his motion,

referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.
Mr. H1L.LIARD moved to adjourn: not agreed

to (by yens and naya.)
Mr. ROBINSON moved the suspension of the

rules to permit him to introduce a bill of which
previous notice had been given.
Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, moved a call of the

House on which the yeas and naya were ordered.
Mr. ORR moved an adjournment: which motionwas not agreed to.yeaa 38, noea 77.
Mr. CLINGMAN inquired whether he could

at that stage of the proceedings move the reconsiderationof a vote given earlier on this day ?
The SPEAKER replying in the negative,
The question on the motion for the call of the

House was then put: and it was agreed to.yeaa
96, naya 21.
The Clerk having commenced the call of the

House.
Mr. CLINGMAN moved to suspend it, and

demanding the yeas and nays, on that motion,
they were ordered.
Mr. THOMPSON of Miss, moved to adjourn :

not agreed to.
The questiou on the last motion of Mr. Clingminwas put: and it was rejected.yeas 24, nays

96.
On motion the House adjourned.
LOCAL INTELLIGENCE.

Prof. Graxt'sNew Light..Prof. Grant gave
another highly satisfactory exhibition of his Calciumlight front the front of the Capitol last evening.
The whole force of the light wss thrown upon

the avenue, its extraordinary brilliancy was the
more striking,as most of the shops were closed and
gas lights turned out. We shall speak more particularlyof litis light hereafter. It will undoubtedly,assoon as its superior merits become known
to the public, be generally introduced for lighting
the streets, as well as public and private houses.

Yesterduy the House of Itepresentarives were

in session until after six o'clock, P, M.

Gen. Lopez is in the city and is staying at the
Irving House.
There is nothing in particular to distinguish him

from " the masses," except gray mustaches and
gray whiskers ; with dark complexion, strongly
marked feature, indicating a great degree of firmnessand decision of character.

John C. Clark, solicitor of the Treasury, is recoveringfrom his late dangerous illness.

Grand Procession of the Public Schools..
To-day at 3 o'clock, P. M. the scholars (numberingsome two thousand) of the various public
schools in the citv will form and move in nroces-

aion to the Capital Grounds, when the medals and
premiums will be distributed to those meriting
them. President Fillmore is expected to be presentand participate in the interesting ceremonies.

Rr.mf.ny for the Cholera..The followingletter,giving the experience of a respectable
ship muster of the effects of a simple remedy in
cases of cholera, lias been furnished us for publication.
The method is that resorted to by Dr. Dickson,of London, and the school of practitlonertowhich he belongs. Hfe maintains that the

cholera is produced by the spasm or palsy of
the eighth pair of nerves.that is to say, the
nerves which communicute between the brain,
the stomach and the lunjro, and founds this doctrineon some remarkable experiments of the
Anatomist, Dupuytrcn, who showed that, by the
simple compression of this pair of nerves,
asphyxia is produced, which can bo continued
till it proves mortal, and that during this
asphyxia, the blood becomes of a black or coal
color, and that it is attended with violent efforts
to vomit. The practice founded on this view of
the cause of cholera, Is the administration of
emetics. Mustard nnd common salt, in warm
wnter, are sometimes given; sometimes tartar
emetic, the Italian practice : sometimes ipecac.;
sometimes blood-warm water. This practice,
and the reasons for it, have been set forth in variouspublished papers of Dr. Turner, to whom
this letter is addressed:

New Yoke, July 20, 1850.
To Dr. Turner:
Dear Sir.In compliance with your request,

I respectfully reply that in January last, in the

racket ship Isaac Wright, under my command,
sailed from Liverpool with two hundred and

five passengers. Within forty-eight hours after
sailing, cases of the cholera appeared on l>oard,
which 1 treated for s.une time, according to the
hook, with such liad success that, within ten
days, I had thrown overboard twentv-sevon of
the passengers dead with the cholera. J then
recollected a method of treatment suggested to
me hv my friend and predeees-mr. Capf. AlexanderA. Marshall, viz : to give a table-spoonful
of s lit and a tea s|>oonful of red pepper, in half
a pint of hot w.iter. I tried it with such success

that 1 did not lose another patient during the
passage, nor since.

1 was seized violently mvself with the cholera,
had cramps and so on, and tlii« medicine carried
me through.
The medicine acts very promptly as an emetic,

say in one or two minutes. It brings up a very
offensive matter, which sticks tike glne. It was
given, among others, to one old woman of eightyfouryears of age, who was on deck, (though
weak of course,) the very next day.

I have known it to be successfully used on

bonrd their ships by at least a dozen ship-masters
liesides myself. Its use is quite general in
Liverpool, where even some of the regular doetorsfind it to their advantage to resort to it.

Provided with this simple receipt, I no longer
consider the cholera an unmanageable disease.

(Signed.) G. L. PEABODY,
Master of packet ship Isaac Wright

By order of Judge McLean the July aeseion of
the Circuit Court of the United States for the
District of Ohio, has been adjourned until the last
Monday in September.

REMARKS OF
MR. KINO, of Alabama.

In the Senate, July 19, on the Compromise Bill.
Mr. KING.. Mr. President, as I stated on

yesterday, when I offered the amendment to the
amendment of the honorable senator from Mis.
sissippi, it is my intention merely to make a
statement of the different measures proposed by
the select Committee of Thirteen, and to assign
as concisely as possible the reasons that would
influence my vote on each of these measures
taken seperately. This becomes the more necessary,inasmuch as I have on several occasions
differed with my friends from the South, as my
votes have manifested; and, ns I have reason to
believe* in consequence of that difference, the
|>osition that I have occupied with regard to tluit
report of the Committee of Thirteen, luis not
been only misunderstood in the country, but
even misunderstood by several honorable Senators.1 shall proceed, therefore, to state succinctly,the reasons that will influence me, and
h*ivp litHfeinitnaH ma fWtm tha Kiunnninrr in
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porting cfrtain portions of tho bill us reportedby the Committee. Yet at the same tiiuc I must
declare here, as I have declared on every occasion
to individuals who took the trouble to converse
with me on the subject, that uuless the bill undergoesconsiderable modification, it is utterly
impossible for me.believing, oh 1 do, that the
rights of the South will not be secured by this
bill in its present shape.to give it my support.
As it is not my intention to engage in any discussionthat may arise hereafter upon two of the
measures that iiave been reported by the Committeeof Thirteen, I hope the Senate will indulgeme in stating what were the grounds upon
which 1 consented in the Committee to the ro

porting of tlie bills not now under consideration.
1 have no intention to enter into a discussion of
the meritty of those bills. If thnt permission is
accorded to me, T will call the attention of .the
Senate to the first bill, being the bill to abolish
slavery in the District of Columbia. I tliink
that my friend from Virginia, Mr. Hunteh, who
spoke on yesterday, misunderstood the provisionsof that bill, or he would not huve mode
several of the objections which he urged upon
the Senate. If, however, in tho course of the
exuminatien, it is found that the objections suggestedby tho honorable Senator do exist, I feel
confident that they will be so umended as to
steer clear of those objections or inconveniences,
and I am ready to admit tlmt the provisions
found in the law of Maryland emancipating this
slave, which is proposed to be upphed to the
District, is objectionable and should be stricken
out. 1 take it for granted that the honorable
Senator is not opposed to the principle of the
bill itself. And I know, as well as I can know
unifiMnrv tit whi/di 1 wnu ft TiurtSiMnntnp tliat if
""J ^

was the intention of the Committee mo to arrange
the bill as simply to break up those slave pens
tlrnt have been established by negro speculators
within the District of Columbia, against the
wishes of the fcreat majority of the people of the
District, and which are calculated to shock the
feelings of Southern as well as Northern men.
I stated at an early period of the session that 1
never saw the day when I would not vote in
favor of breaking them up. I will do so now;
and 1 have too high a confidence in the humanity,in the proper feeling of the Southern people,
to believe for a moment that they will condemn
me for doing what my conscience tells me that
strict duty demands. The next bill to which I
wish to call the attention of the Senate is the fugitiveslave bill. To that my honorable friend
from Virginia also found verv serious objections.
Now with regard to that bill, there is not a Senatorupon this floor, as far as I know.perhaps
there may he one or two exceptions.that has
not manifested, either by word or by actH, a

disposition to enforce that provision of the Constitutionof the United States, which requires
that fugitive slaves should be delivered up..
Some speak.and I was sorry to sec such a

proposition find countenance in high quarters.
in favor of a trial by Jury in the State to which
the fugitive has fled, which would render the law
entirely inoperative. But I will not now discuss
that. The bill is on your table ; and whenever
it comes up, unless it is presented to the countryin its proper light, I shall then perhaps find
it my dpty to give my views on that particular
qpestion.
But with regard to the opinion of the honorablySenator, that the record evidence required

was calculated to defeat the very object that the
bill had in view, why, sir, there was not a memberof the committee that did not believe it was
giving additional security, inasmuch as record
evidence, when it could be obtained, would be
respected more in the free States to which the
fugitive had fled, than any other kind of evidence.But further than that, it relieved the
owner of the slave from the necessity of taking
persons with him to establish the identity of
the slave. This accumulation of evidence does
not prevent the pursuit of the slave; not at all;
the owner of the fugitive slave may obtain it or
not, as may be most convenient to him. It was
considered to be accumulation, and therefore to
give additional facilities to the owner of the
slave in obtaining his property. Sir, there was

another motive, which periiaps was a very proper
one to enter into the consideration of this subject.It is that wherever the law was to be
executed, it is of the first importance that the
sentiment of the country should not be shocked
by the execution of it, but that it should chime
in, as far as possible, with the feelings and even

prejudices of the people. It was supposed that
this evidence would command the high respect
of the people generally, and thereby facilitate
the recovery of the fugitive. But even if this
bill is defective, I know that gentlemen from
the free States.from one portion of the community,from one portion of the country.I
mean "the Democracy of the Northwest, stand
prepared to make it as stringent as any Southern
man requires it to be made, so as to insure the
purpose intended to be accomplished, and to
render it as effective as possible.

Therefore, I think that my honorable friend
should be satisfied with the bill as it now stands,
until it properly comes up for consideration and
amendment. Then anv suggestion that will
give strength to that bill, so as to enable the
slaveholder to recover his property, guaranteed
to him by the Constitution of the United States,
would be admitted by a lnrge majority of the Senate.I pass by that question. I gave my assent to
reporting this bill, believing with my Southern
friends, that we were arranging it in such a way
as was best calculated to effect the object wc

had in view. Wc were desirous, and our Northernfriends were willing that wo should do
everything In our power to render the bill effectiveand satisfactory. Mr. President, the next
subject to which I would call the attention of
the Senate, is immediaicly connected with the
subject matter before us; and it is, perhaps,
one of the most difficult points to settle which
is UKciy 10 come uiuier our consideration, « is

a point about which there is a great diversity of
opinion ; it is a point about which gentlemen
may reasonably and honestly differ. Sir, I find
myself differing from some of my political
friends.mv personal associates.gentlemen for
whose opinions I entertain as high a respect as I
can possibly entertain for those of any Senator
on this floor. I believe I have said, before, and
I repeat it now.I believe thnt under all the circumstancesconnected with the annexation of
Texas to the United States, her claim to the
boundary which she has established for herself
is rendered so perfect that, without a violation
of good faith upon the part of the United States,
she cannot he justly deprived of it. Sir, that
question has been discussed with an nbility
inneh greater than I could bring to bear upon
the discussion, if I was disposed to go into its
consideration. I will not do so.

I put it upon the ground upon which it appearsme to rest, and that is the claim of Texas
to the boundary of the Rio Grande, from its
sources to its mouth, is rendered perfect by the
course of the government of the United States
itself, she having undertaken to estnbliah that
boundary bv negotiation with Mexico, and havingacquired the disputed territory by conquest,
cannot justly retain it. Well, sir, if that opinion
was general, if wc could find ft majority of the

people of our country in favor of itt»H difficulty
would be out of the way. Texaa is satisfied to
keep her territory. She only asks that Congress
should allow her daim. But we know, we cannotdisguise the fact, tliat there is a great diversityof opinion on this subject. There are many
persona, not in the North, not in the West, not
in the Northwest, merely, but even in the South,
who have great doubt with regard to the claim
of Texas being such as she could sustain either
in Congress or in the courts if it could go there.
In tliat state of tilings, what is best to bo done !
It is a disputed ouestion, and one which I must
take for gnintea can be reasonably disputed.
Many persons entertain an opinion as strong,
adverse to the claim of Texas, as my own opinion
in favor of it. Well, sir, in this condition of
things, with this disputed boundary on the part
of 'J exas, does it not behoove us to endeavor to
do as sulistantial justice as possible to that State,
and to prevent the difficulties.which, I must
honestly say, although with regret, have been
augmented and rendered threatening by the
action, and what I consider the improper action,
of the General Government, to prevent the difficultiesgrowing up in that quarter, and going on

increasing every day ? Is it not, therefore, better
that wo should give to Texas a reasonable com-
iH'iisation for the relinquishment of any claims
she may have to the territory, or any portion
thereof, and settle then the question at once and
forever. Now, sir, 1 know very well that, with
many of our Southern friends, this is the great
stumbling block in tho wav of auy adjustment
of this question. Sir, did I ltelicve that, by purchasingany portion of the territory of Texas,
we were to do what gentlemen tell us to be done
.namely, that any portion of what I believe to
be now a part of the territory of Texas, and
therefore slaveholding territory, was to be convertedinto free territory.I would not consent
to it. But I believe the opinion of the ablest
constitutional lawyers of the land would sustain
me in the assertion that, as that territory is purchased,and you pay an equivalent to Texas for
it, the laws of Texas will remain operative on it,
because, by purchasing and paying for the claim,
you recognize the right, and thus admit the fuct,
thnt this is now a portion of tne territory of
Texas. Hence the laws ofTexas must continue
to be in force in the territory ceded, unless theybe repented by some subsequent legislation. I
wish to speak plainly upon this subject. If this
opinion is correct, then, whntever may be the
operation of the Mexican laws in other portionsof the territory of tho United States acquired
from Mexico.a point which I do not propose
to consider.whatever may be the o|>cr.itioii of
those laws elsewhere, it is certain that in this
territory purchased from Texas they will have
no operation whatever.tlie slaveholding laws
nf 'PAt'«*t» Itnelntv KAAH*!>.»« »
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to prevent.provided the soil, climate, and productions,authorize doing so.what is to prevent
the slaveholder froin moving into that territory,
if he thinks proper to do so ? and being protected
by the territorial laws, until tho people themselvesshall determine to form their constitution,
when they can prohibit, or continue to tolerate
the institution as they see tit.

Is there any difficulty in the way ? I will ask
any honorable senator who may entertain anydoubt upon this tubjeet, to state what the difficultyih, or how any Mexican law, or any other
law now existing, can prevent the slaveholders
from going into this territory with their slaves,
if they choose to do so? Well, Mr. President,
Texas has manifested a willingness to settle this
question upon a reasonable busis, by relinquishingher claim for a competent compensation, to a

portion of her territory. Can it be supposed
tluit the Representatives of Texas would sacrificetho rights of that State by giving up their
territory, to Ih; taken from the jurisdiction un-
der which it now is, when they and all others
can now go and take their property of wliatcvor
description, and, in consideration ofa few paltry
dollars, consign it to restrictions disadvantageousand offensive to her, as well as to all the
Southern States] No, sir, no! Sir, the committeethat reported this bill never for a momentsupposed that they were laying the slightesttemptation hi the way of any one calculated
to influence their votes, tuid they did not supposethey were likely to carry a single vote one
way or the other, by means of the compensation
to be given to Texas for the cession of her claim.
Texas prefers to retain her own territory. Give
it to her, and she will be content und ask nothingmore. But if you think it best to purchaseit, Texas consents to sell for the heneht of
the whole country, and for the restoration of
the peace and harmony of the Union. For these
reasons, Mr. President, I believe that this measurewould have the effect to settle a difticult, an

exceedingly difficult subject, and which, if not
settled now, no man cun foresee where it will
terminate. I was in favor of retaining that provision,in order to settle the boundary of Texas.
Sir, I cure not whether the western boundary of
Texas on the Rio Grande conflicts with the
boundary of New Mexico, Chihuahua, or Tiunaulipas.It is a matter of no importance whatsoever.We can establish a line certainly in any
territory that we possess; and if we think properto annex any portion of it lying contiguous
to such State, it is certainly in our power to do
ho with the assent of snch State, an in the case
of Missouri. How did she get that beautful
section of country lying upon the Missouri river?
It was by an act of Congress annexing iL And
so, sir, I say that all arguments founded upon
the ground that we are cutting off this portion
or that portion of the territory of New Mexico,
or that we are breaking up or disregarding old
Mexican lines, have no influence whatsoever'on
my course or opinions. It is for us to decide,
under the circumstances of the case, what limit
we consider to be right now, and to Bottle upon
that as the line.
One amendment, Mr. President, I shall require,to put an end to all doubt or cavil, and

that is, that a clause be inserted by which the
right of Texas to divide the territory which may
remain to her, into the number of States designatedby the compact for her admission into the
Union, shall be expressly recognized and admitted.The next portion of the bill, as reported,
provides for the establishment of territorial governmentsfor New Mexico and Utah. This portionof the bill was prepared with a view to accordwith the principles of non-intervention, as
contended for by the South. The boundaries
being fixed, Mr. President, it became necessary
to determine what kind of a government should
be established for those territories, and what, restrictionsimposed, if any. The bill itself, as

reported, contained a phraseology by mistake,
which was adopted from the Clayton CotnproImise bill, but which has been modified so as to
correspond witli the amended lnnguage of that
hill, bv the amendments of niv honorable friend
from Georgia, (Mr. Berrien.) The tenth section,which specifies what the legislative powers
of these territories shall he, is as follows:
"That the legislative power of said Territoriesshall extend to all rightful subjects of legislation,consistent with the Constitution of the

United States and the provisions of this net; but
no law shall be passed interfering with the primarydisposal of the soil, nor in respect to Africanrlatery; no tax shall be imposed upon the
property of the United States; nor shall the
lanns and other property of non-residents be
taxed higher than the lands and other property
of residents.

All the laws passed by the legislative assembly
shall be submitted to the Congress of the United
States, and, if disapproved, shall be null and of
no effect"

Now,sir, why was this provision amended?
honorable Senators will perceive that the first
part of that section gives to the territorial legislature,all rightful legislation under the laws and
Constitution of the United Stales, but the pro-
hihition with regard to African slavery would
have prohibited the territorial legislation from
protecting property of tliat discription if found
in the territory. But the Senate of the United
States made an amendment, striking out that
portion which restricted them, and thus leaves
the power to pass all municipal regulations necessaryfor the protection of every discription of

property, prohibiting them only from passing any
law for the introduction of slavery, or the pro-

hibitiun of its introduction. Am I right in this
construction ? If I am, then what Istha objectionthat my, honorable friend* make to that provision? Aru we protected in our property ir we
chooso to go there I think that we ore protected.
I think that the trrrritoriul legislate re would
have no power to pass any law which should be
destructive of the interests of any species of
property, but that they are bound on the other
hand by all rightful legislation to protect propertyof every description. Now, if i am mistakeniu this, then I hold it to be the duty of Congressto render it more specific. Do not tell me,
Mr. President, that the Mexican laws come in and
prevent them from protecting that disoription of
property, because it is prohibited by Mexican
legislation ; for I have no doubt us regards the
miAafiAn nf tfiik \Iovi.iun 1 utvu an/I it t llMli MttV

doubts, they have been entirely removed by the
able, and I think uiiuiisworublc, arguments of lite
honorable Men&tor from Louisiana, [Mr. Socle.j
I have no fear of the operation of the Mexican
laws.none whatever. If I chooso to remove
with my property of that description to any of
these territories, 1 should not be deterred by the
apprehension that there was any law in existence
that could interfere with me or prevent me. Sir,
we are told that property is sensitive. Be it so;
but our people are intelligent They can be
made easily to understand what are the laws and
what are their rights.

If it should be made a question, I have no fear
whatever of the result. If I am wrong, let the
error be pointed out I know thero are some

gentlemen who entertain a different opinion, becausetheir wishes, their desires are that slavery
should be prohibited; but I am decidedly of
opinion.and 1 do not wish to take any advantage
of any construction put upon the bill differing
from wirnt other gentlemen may consider to be
correct.that the provisions of the bill give us
the protection which we demand. Mr. President,
I promised to be us brief as possible; and I
come now to the principle object which induced
me to say a word to the Honate. I have been
more than anxious from the commencement, as
I have stated over and over again, to see this
inifnrtiitiniii nnnafinn cntthul In uuph /I Will/ ibt t.n

protect the rights of oil tho citizens of the flnited
States; to tnke from none what they arc fairly
entitled'to under the Constitution, nnd to give to
ull that participation which they have a right to
ask as citizens. From tho commencement of
this whole matter, to every individual who
thought proper to aak my opinion, I have stated,
that the boundary of the State of California, as
it is culled, was an insuperable objection to mv
mind. It is not necessary to go into any examinationof the extent of the country that is taken
by a few individuals.1 must call them a few individuals.stationedat Monterey and and San
Francisco, nnd a few scattered upon the line.
an extent of country which there is not a

man in this Senate, I venture to say, would mark
out as the boundary of any State, if tho map
wna laid bofore him, and he had the designation
of the boundary himself; not one. If there had
been no action upon tho part of California, and
wo hud been about to prescribe the limits for n

State, and to authorize her to form a constitutionand State government, what should wo do ?
Would you not give he reasonable limits?
Would you not give her limits similar to those
granted to the largest States in the Union? lamitswhich would enable her to perform the duties
that appertain to State governments ? Certainly
you would. Then why is it that disposition
does not prevail now 1 Unfortunately Mr. President,the reason is too ap]>arenL It cannot be
disguised; and I felt a little, I must confess, some
time ago, when my honorable friend from Illinois,[Mr. Douglas] with that ardour, and eloquence,and zeal, that always characterize him,
thought proper to intimate Lliut the objection of
the South to the admission of California was

because she prohibited slavery. Was that just?
Was it fair ? Did it fairly represent the opinions
expressed by honorable Senators from' the South?
Not so; certainly not. We were prepared from
the begining, 1 believe I may say.and I speak
of most of the Southern men, aud probably of
all.to waive the many objections from irregularityand informalities.objections that, unacr
other circumstances, would be almost insuperable.
But in order to get clear of this unfortunate

question if practicable, without sacrificing
everything on our part, we were prepared to nainitCalifornia, with proper limits, waiving all
objections. I know that the question will arise,
whether, if her limits arc restricted, you can
admit her instantaneously. That is a question
of considerable doubt. J have entertained the
opinion that such admission might take place,
though I must confess that the precedents are

against me, as in the case of Iowa, and Michigan
and Arkansas. Mr. President, what I desire.
and my amendment shows my desire, is to give
to California a boundary, natural iti itself, very
extensive: giving her all the facilities that a

State ought to have, and, in truth, preventing
what may take place hereafter, if the whole
country is thrown into one empire ; preventing
what gentlemen seem very anxious to prevent,
the setting up oftheae people for themselves.
When you give them such an extended territory
of 1,000 miles upon the Pacific, you bike a step
that more endangers the loss of that portion of
the country tiuin any other you could possibly
take. It is an empire of itself. It takes all the
front. It leaves nil the rcnr dependent upon
them, to unite with tliem and make common
cause. Whatever that front, commanding as it
must the most valuable trade of the world, deter*
mine upon, the whole interior must acquiesce in.
Ifyou divide that front, you divide the interest
You make your possessions much more sfccure,
and you benefit the people themselves; for they
can discharge their duties better as citizens with
two governments, than if obliged to travel 600
or 700 miles in order to get to the seat of governmentpassing almost impassable barriers,
the mountain range. I would ask honorable
Senators, over and again, to say to inc.

I speak of those in favor of admitting Californiawith her present extent of limits.to say
to ine and to the country, as independent, as

frank, as honorable men, and as senators of the
United States, whether they would vote for that
territory, as extensive as it is marked down
here, to be a State, if slavery was not prohibited.
Will any man answer ine thnt? I do not believethere is a man in the Senate that would
vote for it. Then, is it not asking too much of
the Southern States, who are disposed to yield
all that they can, I honestly )>elieve, consistent
witii honor and essential rights, to settle this
question ? Why, I nsk, will you not give us

ground to stand upon 1 We shall be asked,
nerhnns.wliv insist uooii a division ? for this
I r J-Iwholecountry ia not fitted for alnve labor, and
you will liave two free States instead of one.
That is not the question. Be it so. If the
country is not fitted for slave labor, if owners of
slaves do not go there, if those in favor of a

free State settle the country, after giving them
a territorial government, in sufficient numbers
to justify its coming into the Union, we of the
South have no objection. Let it l»e free. Can
anything be fairer? If there is anything unfair,
unjust, Illiberal in the proposition I make, I
wish it to be pointed out; and I assure senators
I will modify or change it, or give it up, providedit sludl be made to appear wholly wrong,
in order to place the whole matter upon just and
liberal terms. God knows I do not wish to see

the contest continued. God knows that it is
my desire to see it brought to a pacific termination.Whether it will De so or not depends
upon the action of Congress. I tell senators I
speak what I know. Whether it is to be peacefullyadjusted depends upon the action of this
body and that of the House of Representatives.

Let them determine to withhold from the
South all participation in any portion of the ex-
sive territory included within tne proposed limits
of CaHfottiU. To admit it as a State with such
unreasonable and inconvenient limits, merely
because the people there hive been induced by
a government agent to apply what is tantamountto the Wilmot Proviso ^ let them determineon that, and God knows when the peace
of this country will be established, and controversyand agitation terminate. My proposition,Mr. President, is to take ** the nortnem boun-

A.I
dary of the State of California, the 42nd parallelof latitude, which ia the southern boundary
of Oregon ; to follow that parallel until you
reach toe summit of Sierra Nevada; peas along
the creatof that*until you come to latitude 35
degreea, 30 minute®. 1 fixed upon the latitude
35 degree®, 30 minutes, because it is a mountain
range, which leave® the lake, which
ia in aome measure tho head water® of the San
Joaquin. It 1® to throw all the waters that run

west of the mountain® of Sierra Neveda into
the territory of California, which I propose to
foriu into a State. It ia not only necessary for
senator® to look at the map, to see that it ia a

natural boundary. It is one that, if they had
been going themselves to arrange tlie matter,
looking upon the whole territory, and no action
lutving been previously had, they would in all
human probability have fixed upon. The territory1 propose to include in the limit® of the
State, is upward® of ninety thousand square
miles; so that iu truth it will he the largest
State in the Union. It is more than twice the
size of the State of New York, as my honorablefriend near me, (Mr. Douglas) remarks.
If you look upon the coast, it lias the dintaneo
of upward® of six hundred mile®.between six
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offered this proposition with the most sinccte
und ardent desire that it will meet with favor on
the part of the Senate of the United States,and
ultimately upon the part of the House of Representatives.I have done it, as I have stated
before, differing with my own friends as regards
other parts of the bill. I am prepared to risk
iny own standing and position in that section
from which I come, in order to try and settle
the question. Defeat this amendment, and I
shall be compelled by the strongest obligations
that I owe to myself, to my own section, and I
believe the whole country, to go against the
bill.

I know, sir, the objection in the minds of many
individuals to fixing this boundary for California
results from their unwillingness to send back
the senators and representatives now elected
from what is called the State of California.
Well, sir, if that, be the opinion of the two
houses of Congress, that the curtailing of the
limits produces that necessity, then I appeal to
senators whether they can jeopard the pacificationof a measure so important to the peace und
harmony of the country, not to say of tiie Union
Itself, sunply because four individuals will bo
prevented from taking their seats in one or the

.

other branch of Congres during a few weeks.
For myself.and I say it in perfect sincerity and
truth.I would just as soon have these gentlemenelected from California, as senators and representatives,as any others. With the senators
1 have a personal acquaintance; but not so with
the representatives. So far us I luivo a knowledge.andI speak with sincerity.there are no
men from California whom I would rather see

occupy tlic station than the two gentlemen who
were elected. There is no feeling, therefore,
upon my part.no desire whatever to exclude
them. If they can be admitted with the understandingthat you can limit their boundaries,.and
also include their admission.if that can be the
ense, sir, I acquiesce in it. If, however, it is
otherwise, I put it to senators to say whether
.1 fit

*
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consequences tiiut will result from it. Gentlemenmay wink ns linrd as they please, but they
cannot shut their eyes to the difficulties by which
they are surrounded. If it cannot be done, and
gentlemen are determined to persevere, I shall
nave done my duty to the Senate, and, as I believe,to the whole country. I much feur, with
the very best intentions in the world on the port
of many Senators, and a heartfelt desire upon
their part to do whnt I wish them to do, yet that,
such is the force of circumstances, my amendmentwill be defeated. If it is, sir, I can only
say that on others' heads, und not on mine and
those who are acting witii me, will rest the consequences.We shall have done nil that we can
do to quiet the public mind, to do justice to all
sections, iu order to stop the agitation of those
unfortunate questions which are blinding tnen
ot consequences, arousing angry passions, and
threatening the most deplorable results.

I was going to remark, Mr. President, that
when this amendment shall be disponed of, I
should propose to strike out the second section
of the bill, in these words:

' That until the representation in Congress
shall be apportioned according to actual enumerationof the inhabitants of the United States,
the State of California shall be entitled to two
representatives in Congress."

I will say why I propose to strike out this
section. '.There are gentlemen in the Senate, I

Mr. Redmond Ryan, Miss Davenport, Mr.
Booth and John R. Scott, are engaged and will
shortly appear.
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know, who entertain constitutional ainicuitics
with regard to fixing the representation. I have
great difficulty myself on that very point. I did
believe that the Constitution of the L nitod States
gave but one representative to a State until
an actual enumeration was made, and it was ascertainedby that enumeration that they were
entitled to more. According to the ratio of
representation now, 1 have my doubts'whether
that is strictly correct, although the able argumentof my friend from Georgia [Mr. Berries]
has never been fully answered. Be that as it
may, in order to relieve gentlemen from all difficultyupon the subject, 1 shall propose to strike
it out, in order tliat the two Houses may settle
that matter for California, if she is to be admitted,they judging of the qualificationsof their
respective representatives. It is therefore unnecessaryto say that they shall have a certain
number.

I beg pardon, sir, fbr having detained the
Senate much longer than I intended. I have felt
so desirous of being placed in a position in which
1 could suppport a measure which professes and
which ought to be one of pacification and compromise.yieldingsomething on all sides, in
order to bring about an adjustment.that I have
perhaps consumed more time than I ought in
endeavoring to enforce upon gentlemen the necessityof yielding in this case, and forming a

proper limit to the boundaries of California. It
will be with Senators to set according to their
consciences in relation to this amendment; but,
whatever course they may take, I can only say I
have discharged iny duty.
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